This sympathy was evoked by Acharya Vinoba's movement. On
hind sight, it may be said that the sympathy created for the non- violent
revolution could not be mopped up and mobilised in 1957 and there
about to restructure rural India. After creating the climate, as was being
suggested, had Vinoba given the call for take over of lands non-violently
in the villages and the state security forces not being used to suppress
the non-violent exchange of proprietorship, the rural India would have
been transformed. It is here Mahatmaji's political acumen would, perhaps,
have played its critical role in harmonising ends and means and striking
at a moment of critical explosion. The landlords and the state would have
been left with no option but to peacefully accept and work out a new
socio-economic relationship.

Naxalism grew after the failure of the Bhoodan movement to
redistribute the land and restructuring the rural society in the non-violent
revolutionary fervour generated by it. The old debate that the social and
economic structures could not be changed without violence began to
re-emerge. Dr. B C Roy the then Chief Minister of West Bengal did not
want Acharya Vinoba Bhave to work in his state. Vinoba acquiesced with
it and bypassed Bengal to go over to Orissa. If he had resisted it, perhaps,
West Bengal would have become a battleground for non-violent rural
revolution, and the shape of movement that later started from Naxalbari
would have been different.

The growth of Naxalism and the decline of the euphoria for
Bhoodan movement coincide. It is based on the Maoist Model of armed
peasant struggle for revolution. It appealed to the idealism and
revolutionary ardour of the young people.

The slogan of Vinoba's movement was
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"Wealth and land shall be distributed
The hungry will no longer tolerate it".
It had created enough ground for idealism and created a climate
to bring to an end oppressive rural society in the country. But it failed
to achieve the objective The Marxist and Socialist sceptics tried *o prove
their point that change in the basic social structure can never take place
peacefully through consent. The strategy of converting the massive
public sympathy and opinion into a socio-economic avalanche having
been frustrated by leadership itself,.the doors were opened for bringing